Abstract The aims of this special issue are to both raise the social scientific status of sport and to advance understanding of transnational processes through the role of sport in global change. The Introduction argues that sport, like globalization, can be understood in transdisciplinary terms, and the papers included contributions informed by sociology, anthropology, political sciences and history. As well as placing the issue in the context of recent studies of sport and globalization, the Introduction outlines the seven papers. Placed together they move from analyses of broader globalizing and multi-sport issues towards consideration of how transnational processes impact upon individual sports -with examples from cricket, baseball and association football -ending with regional and national dimensions.
WESTERNIZATION
In putting together this special issue, we have been concerned to meet two closely connected objectives. First, we have sought to raise the social scientific status of sport, primarily by seeking contributions from leading mainstream scholars. Second, we have been concerned to advance understanding of transnational processes by examining the highly important role of sport in global change.
Sport has been a hitherto under-explored field of enquiry for mainstream social scientists and global studies specialists. Sport figures occasionally rather than consistently in mainstream social scientific journals and, far less frequently, in the work of leading international scholars. In part, this may be explained by the emergence of 'sport studies' as a thriving, differentiated zone of multi-disciplinary scholarship, wherein globalization has been integral to research and debates since the mid-1990s. In turn, dialogue between mainstream social scientists and sport specialists has been rather circumscribed. We hope that this special issue of Global Networks provides an ideal venue for traversing that artificial divide, to ignite that conversation.
In a broad social scientific sense, it is eminently reasonable to have this debate speak to global issues and processes. Globalization is the axial theme of contemporary times, and the broad field of 'global studies' has mushroomed enormously since the mid-1980s, engendering diverse transdisciplinary and transnational networks of scholars. More particularly, like other transdisciplinary substantive fields, global studies have tended to lack a significant sport focus compared to investigations of other cultural forms, such as religion. Yet, we would argue strongly that sport is an increasingly significant subject for global studies, in its dual role as a long-term motor and metric of transnational change.
Sport historians have indicated the extensive interconnections of sport and global processes. The globalization of sport 'took off' from the 1870s onwards, as the 'games revolution' colonized British imperial outposts (e.g. cricket in Asia and Australasia), the 'global game' of football underwent mass diffusion along British trading and educational routes (e.g. in Europe, South America), and distinctive indigenous sports were forged as part of the invention of national traditions in emerging modern societies (e.g. baseball, American football in the United States) (Guttmann 1995; Mangan 1987) .
In recent times, sport's transnational status is most perspicuously revealed through the raw data and political conflicts generated by sporting 'mega-events' and their controlling bodies. Consider, for example, the global dimensions of the Olympic Games. 203 National Olympic Committees affiliated to the IOC, giving 11 more national members than the United Nations. The Olympic movement has been a strong catalyst in advancing sport's public status as a human right, and as a medium for development and humanitarian work among
NGOs. Yet in turn, Olympism has been critiqued by new social movements and investigative journalists for alleged corruption, and the implicit toleration of athlete harm and infringement of civil liberties (Lenskyj 2000) . Whatever one thinks of Olympism and other sporting realms as cultural forms, it is clear that their transnational importance and salience to social science cannot be ignored.
In moving to locate sport's place within mainstream social science, and with reference to the global context, we have assembled a collection of articles by some of the world's most influential scholars, notably those with major standing in globalization studies. Roland Robertson (1970 Robertson ( , 1992 Nettl and Robertson 1968; Robertson and Scholte 2007) has been an international authority on world society, social theory and religion since the mid-1960s, and is arguably the founding figure of globalization studies in social science. George Ritzer (1997 Ritzer ( , 2004 ) is a highly versatile and worldrenowned social theorist who has recently amended his influential McDonaldization thesis to encompass global processes. In sociology, Barry Smart (1999 Smart ( , 2005 (Giulianotti and Robertson 2004 , 2006 . However, this special issue does provide the first extensive and selfcontained examination of sport by leading mainstream social scientists.
Contents
We have arranged the articles to allow the reader to move from reflecting on the general to the more particular aspects of globalization and sport. Thus, we move from analyses of broader globalizing and multi-sport issues towards consideration of how transnational processes impact upon individual sports, and regional and national dimensions. Armstrong examines the particular case of George Weah, a retired world football star, failed national presidential candidate, local folk hero, and vehicle for various transnational companies and NGOs. Weah's remarkable and inconclusive story embodies many of the conflicts, complexities and ambiguities that this special issue seeks to capture in regard to the uneven relationships between local, national and transnational forces, as illuminated through sport.
